
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — Extensions of RemarksE430 March 22, 1996
be mutually beneficial, since one-third of all
foreign business in the Republic is United
States-owned.

We’ve already taken several steps toward
that goal. President Clinton has appointed a
Special Envoy for Economic Initiatives on Ire-
land, and the White House convened a con-
ference on trade and investment in Ireland.
This week I was proud to vote to continue
funding for the International Fund for Ireland.

But I firmly believe we must do more. Along
with my New York colleagues PETER KING and
TOM MANTON, I have introduced H.R. 2844,
the Ireland Economic Development Act. My bill
would authorize the issuance of loan guaran-
tees for economic development and job cre-
ation activities in the Republic of Ireland and
Northern Ireland.

I think Dan O’Kennedy said it best: ‘‘Pros-
perity and peace go hand in hand—that’s why
the Irish American Unity Conference strongly
supports H.R. 2844, the Ireland Economic De-
velopment Act.’’

I urge all my colleagues who are friends of
Ireland to cosponsor H.R. 2844 before going
home this St. Patrick’s Day.

And every Member of this Congress should
support the MacBride Principles, which I and
226 other Members of Congress cast our vote
for earlier this week.

I authored the New York City MacBride
Principles Contract Compliance Law, which
made it illegal for the city of New York to
award contracts to companies which discrimi-
nate against Catholic workers in Northern Ire-
land.

We should have a zero tolerance policy for
discrimination: That’s the statement we make
when we vote for the MacBride Principles.

Last, but by no means least, my heart goes
out to all the families still threatened with cruel
separation by deportation proceedings. I am
committed to continuing my work on this issue
with members of the Ad Hoc Committee for
Irish Affairs, and I urge my colleagues to get
involved.

We all love taking part in the fun of St. Pat-
rick’s Day celebrations. But this year, as we
put on our green shirts, we must all resolve to
roll up our sleeves and do the hard work to
help realize a bright and promising future for
Ireland and her people.
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Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to
introduce legislation which amends the For-
eign Assistance Act [FAA] and the Arms Ex-
port Control Act [AECA] to make improve-
ments to certain defense and security assist-
ance provisions under those acts, to authorize
the transfer of naval vessels to certain foreign
countries, and for other purposes.

There are two titles to this bill. The first
title—Defense and Security Assistance—is
nearly identical to the text of title 31 of H.R.
1561, the American Overseas Interests Act,
which the Committee on International Rela-
tions marked up and reported out during the
first session of the 104th Congress.

Title I amends authorities under the FAA
and the AECA to revise and consolidate secu-

rity assistance authorities, in particular by
eliminating outdated policy and statutory lan-
guage. In addition, this title moves provisions
which have been carried on annual appropria-
tions measures into permanent authorization
law where they belong. In other words, title I
of this bill fulfills the committee’s responsibil-
ities as an authorizing committee.

Title II of this bill—Transfer of Naval Vessels
to Certain Foreign Countries—authorizes the
transfer of 10 ships to the following countries:
Egypt, 1; Mexico 2; New Zealand, 2; Portugal,
1; Taiwan, 4; and Thailand 1. Eight of these
ships are being sold, one is being leased, and
one is a grant transfer (Portugal).

Legislation authorizing the transfer of these
naval vessels is required by section 7307(a) of
title X (U.S.C.) which provides in part that ‘‘a
naval vessel that is in excess of 3,000 tons or
that is less than 20 years of age may not be
disposed of to another nation (whether by
sale, lease, grant, loan, barter, transfer, or oth-
erwise) unless the disposition of that vessel is
approved by law * * * ’’ Each naval vessel
proposed for transfer in this legislation dis-
places in excess of 3,000 tons and/or is less
than 20 years of age.

The United States will incur no costs for the
transfer of the naval vessels under this legisla-
tion. In addition to the revenue generated by
the sale of eight of these ships, which
amounts to over $70 million, title II of this bill
will also generate over $500 million in revenue
to the public treasury and private firms for re-
pair, reactivation, services, and future ammu-
nition sales.

I commend this bill to the Members of the
House of Representatives and, in particular, to
the Committee on International Relations.
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Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to be able to advise my colleagues in
the House that the Legislation and Governor
of the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico have
committed themselves to provide legislation
which would license and regulate the practice
of naturopathy in Puerto Rico, and at the
same time, assure to the citizens of Puerto
Rico the freedom to be able to continue to se-
lect health-care practitioners of their choice. I
commend the Legislature and the Governor of
the Commonwealth for this commitment.

As Members of the House may already
know, modern naturopathy was introduced into
Puerto Rico in the 1950’s. Subsequent there-
to, traditional naturopathy began to be pro-
moted earnestly in the 1960’s. However, it
was not until the 1970’s that naturopathy
began to flourish in the island paradise, largely
as a result of the efforts of Dr. Carmen Mar-
tinez, Dr. Ivan Martinez, and Dr. Norman Gon-
zalez.

In the 1980’s, the profession of naturopathy
began to organize with the establishment in
1981, of the Puerto Rico Association of Natur-
opaths [PRAN]. In 1983, PRAN established a
Self-Examining Board and Continued Edu-
cation, and called for legislation to regulate the
practice of naturopathy. The legislation was

opposed by certain groups wishing to limit
economic competition and the legislation ulti-
mately died. Another legislation effort was
launched in 1985, but once again, the legisla-
tion died. Other aborted legislative efforts fol-
lowed but each were unsuccessful. The cur-
rent legislative effort, unfortunately, is facing
strong opposition from the leadership of cer-
tain medical doctors in spite of 90-percent
support from the citizens, including health-care
practitioners, as reflected in a February, 1996,
poll.

Late in 1995, the Puerto Rico Supreme
Court, in a four-to-three decision, confirmed a
lower court decision that held that naturopathy
was a part of medicine and consequently, only
a licensed medical doctor could practice natur-
opathy. This decision led to such an uproar
throughout the Commonwealth that the legisla-
ture and Governor enacted a law which estab-
lished a 1-year moratorium delaying the imple-
mentation of the decision of the Puerto Rico
Supreme Court while enabling the legislature
and Governor the opportunity to present and
enact legislation to license and regulate the
practice of naturopathy. This moratorium,
which recognized and established the naturo-
pathic profession as a different science, sepa-
rate from conventional Naturopathic Associa-
tions which is composed of PRAN, the Puerto
Rico Association of Naturologists, the Chris-
tian Federation of Naturopaths, and other sup-
porting organizations.

In February of this year, Senate bill 1329
was introduced and hearings were expected
shortly in both the Senate and House. The bill
is a comprehensive bill designed to recognize
and regulate the naturopathic profession in
Puerto Rico who practice traditional naturop-
athy. The bill includes provisions to certify the
competency of, and license, the existing natur-
opaths in Puerto Rico, which approximates
200 doctors. It also establishes a mechanism
to examine and license future naturopaths
who have successfully completed a com-
prehensive educational curriculum in naturop-
athy.

Unfortunately, legislation to extend, and
possibly alter the existing moratorium, is now
being considered by the Senate majority party
leadership in response to lobbying from the
leadership of certain medical doctors.

During the next several weeks, other col-
leagues and I will report further in the House
regarding the progress of naturopathic legisla-
tion in Puerto Rico. We will also report on fur-
ther developments in the naturopathic profes-
sion in Puerto Rico. Each of us warmly ap-
plauds those members of the Puerto Rico
Legislature and the Governor who hold stead-
fast to their original commitment to the people
of Puerto Rico to regulate the naturopathic
profession.
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Ms. MCCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to pay tribute to a distinguished business and
civic leader, R. Hugh ‘‘Pat’’ Uhlmann, who
would have celebrated his 80th birthday Sun-
day, March 17. Born on St. Patrick’s Day
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1916, Mr. Uhlmann died February 7, 1996
having contributed his generosity and kind-
ness to our community throughout those
years. Mr. Uhlmann always will be remem-
bered as a renaissance man with a bright
mind and warm heart. His principal in life de-
fined his every action: what is hateful to you,
do not do unto others.

A talented and highly successful business-
man, Mr. Uhlmann spent 50 years as a mem-
ber of the Kansas City Board of Trade, where
he began his career as a grain trader in 1938.
He was president in 1960–61. After serving
our Nation during World War II, Mr. Uhlmann
rejoined Uhlmann Grain Co. Later, he was
vice-president of Midland Flour Milling Co. be-
fore buying control of Standard Milling Co.
with his father and brother, Paul, in 1951. The
name was changed to the Uhlmann Co. in
1981. He served as president, chairman, and
chairman emeritus.

Mr. Uhlmann was a trail blazer for Jewish
Kansas Citians. He was often the first Jewish
person appointed to boards or accepted into
business and social clubs in Kansas City,
opening the door for others who would follow.
Mr. Uhlmann encouraged many Kansas City
businesses to hire their first Jewish employee.
Mr. Uhlmann was also committed to opening
doors for other minorities. He was a voice for
tolerance who spoke quietly, but effectively.
Many families and individuals of all back-
grounds have been touched by Mr. Uhlmann’s
sincere interest in helping others. One son re-
calls a winter day when he watched from a
window as his father gave a stranger outside
the coat he was wearing. When queried, Mr.
Uhlmann explained that the man had just lost
his job, was down on his luck, and needed the
coat far more than he did.

Mr. Uhlmann’s energy and generosity will
have a lasting effect on our community. He
was a founding member of Friends of the Zoo,
president of the Friends of Art, a trustee of
Children’s Mercy Hospital, Rockhurst College
and a contributing member of many other
civic, religious, cultural and educational institu-
tions.

His unique blend of humor and intellect led
to opportunities as a radio commentator and
columnist. His love of life was displayed
through numerous hobbies; reading, garden-
ing, cooking, golfing, fishing, and horseback
riding. Longtime friend Henry Bloch of H&R
Block said that Mr. Uhlmann often served
lunches in his office and that it was an honor
to be invited. These lunches were an oppor-
tunity for lively exchange of ideas and com-
mentary on key issues and a chance to expe-
rience Mr. Uhlmann’s culinary talent. Mr.
Uhlmann took up painting at age 74 and won
awards for his work. Mr. Uhlmann left this
world with a lifetime of exhilarating experi-
ences unmatched by most people.

His most lasting legacy is his family. Mr.
Uhlmann said he knew when he met his wife,
Helen Jane, 57 years ago that they would
marry. Theirs was a marriage of unconditional
love, loyalty, and fun that makes most envi-
able. In the written memorial Mr. Uhlmann
wrote of Helen Jane: ‘‘I sit here with tears in
my eyes thinking how close we have been
and what a beautiful life we have had . . .
When I found out about my cancer, her love,
concern, encouragement and high spirits that
she put on for my benefit have made it pos-
sible for me to go on.’’ Pat and Helen Jane’s
three children, Patricia Rich, John and Robert,

are the pride of his life. While Pat also adored
his seven grandchildren he loved all children.
He enjoyed telling wonderful stories and he
had a way of bringing out the child in all of us.

Pat Uhlmann has been an inspiration in my
life and has enriched the people of Kansas
City in ways few individuals have ever
achieved. He will indeed be missed.
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Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
mark the revival of the San Diego Symphony
Orchestra on March 15, 1996. Two months
ago, the orchestra was silenced—and there
appeared to be little hope for its restoration.

The orchestra’s reawakening was the result
of generous gifts from the Price Charities and
the Jacobs Family Trust, an outburst of sup-
port from the community as a whole, and most
of all from the musicians of the San Diego
Symphony. Not only did each musician forgo
more than $2,700 in lost salary, but their work
and dedication to their institution inspired com-
munity support.

Although not all of my constituents attend
the San Diego Symphony, even those who
stay at home made very clear their belief that
San Diego needs a great professional orches-
tra. Every major metropolitan area in this
country has such an institution at the heart of
its musical life. San Diego Symphony Orches-
tra musicians teach our children how to play
musical instruments and provide our children’s
first exposure to serious music. Symphony
musicians play for other artistic institutions in
the community, such as opera and ballet com-
panies, and perform in our schools, churches,
and synagogues, making all of them shine
with their professionalism. And the symphony
brings our downtown to life at night providing
lifeblood to many businesses.

The San Diego Symphony Orchestra is as
important to our community’s health as are the
Chargers, the Padres, first-rate hospitals, and
our major institutions of learning. The San
Diego Symphony has not only provided San
Diego with great music, but has brought great
musicians to live in our community and,
through its internationally recognized record-
ings, has let the world know that San Diego is
not only a great place to visit, but is one of
America’s great cities.

That is why I have consistently fought for
support of the arts. The arts are a vital part of
the American adventure and a major American
industry. Support for the arts not only enriches
us spiritually; it is a wonderful investment in
our economy and in our children. In this era of
global competition, in no area do we compete
more effectively than in the arts.

Let us hope that the generosity of the Ja-
cobs Family Trust and the Price Charities and
the dedication, generosity, and solidarity of the
musicians will allow the San Diego Symphony
to serve all the residents of the San Diego
area for many more decades of excellence.
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Mr. SKAGGS. Mr. Speaker, when the
House voted on House Concurrent Resolution
148 concerning the defense of Taiwan I voted
‘‘present.’’ This was the first time since I came
to Congress that I voted this way on final pas-
sage of a piece of legislation. I want to explain
why I did so.

This measure should never have been
brought to the floor of the House of Rep-
resentatives for a vote in the first place. Both
the timing and the content of the resolution
could only create new doubts in the minds of
people on both sides of the Taiwan Straits
about a crucial aspect of American foreign pol-
icy. And creating new doubts inherently cre-
ates new dangers. That, at a time when our
objective ought to be to defuse a situation
that’s already complicated and dangerous.

What do I mean? Well, a vote in favor
sends a dangerous and confusing message
about the extent of the American commitment
to defend Taiwan. It would encourage those in
Taiwan who want to push for independence,
leading them to believe the United States
would intervene if China reacted militarily. A
vote against, however, sends the wrong mes-
sage to China, giving the Beijing Government
the mistaken impression that the Congress is
not united in its condemnation of China’s re-
cent aggressive attitude and behavior.

Either a ‘‘yes’’ or a ‘‘no’’ was contrary to the
interests of my country, so I voted ‘‘present.’’

The distinguished chairman of the Inter-
national Relations Committee, Mr. GILMAN, has
said that the resolution is meant to be a reaf-
firmation of current policy concerning United
States relations with China and Taiwan as set
forth in the Taiwan Relations Act [TRA]. Unfor-
tunately, the resolution includes a commitment
that does not appear in the TRA. Paragraph 7
states that the United States should ‘‘assist in
defending them (Taiwan) against invasion,
missile attack, or blockade by the People’s
Republic of China.’’ This language could con-
fuse China and Taiwan by giving the appear-
ance that the United States has ratcheted up
our commitment to the defense of Taiwan.

What is our policy toward Taiwan?
For 24 years under six Presidents we have

followed a one-China policy. This policy was
set out in three communiques and was en-
acted into law as the TRA. It has been and
continues to be the policy of the United States
that any effort to determine the future of Tai-
wan by other than peaceful means is of grave
concern to the United States. The TRA speci-
fies that the United States ‘‘will make available
to Taiwan such defense articles and defense
services as may be necessary to enable Tai-
wan to maintain a sufficient defense capabil-
ity.’’

This Congress and the American people are
united in their opposition to attempts by the
Government of China to bully and coerce the
people of Taiwan. The President has said that
the United States will promptly meet our obli-
gation under the TRA to respond to any threat
to Taiwan’s security.

A resolution reiterating our commitment to a
peaceful resolution of differences across the
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